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Sir: 

In response to the Office Action mailed August 5, 2005 containing a 
restriction requirement, Applicants hereby elect Group I (Claims 1-35), drawn to an 
apparatus. The Examiner required election between Group I (Claims 1-35) and 
Group II (Claims 36-47). Applicants reserve the right to file continuing applications 
directed to the non-elected claims. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the restriction requirement, 
based on the Examiner's indication that the apparatus of the Group I claims "can be 
practiced by a photocopying machine" and that the process of the Group II claims 
"describes the procedure for operating the typical photocopier of Group I". The 
Examiner concluded that the two groups of claims were "related as process and 
apparatus for its practice" and requested election. 



Applicants submit that a photocopier in no way includes "a plurality of discrete 
imaging objectives" as recited in the independent claims, comprising Claims 1,19, 
23, 29, 32, 34, 39, 41 , 42, 45, 46 (the discrete objectives were also referred to in the 
claims as a "multiple imaging objective" or "multiple field objective"). Applicants 
assert that the claims cannot be described as practiced by a photocopying machine 
and a process for operating a photocopying machine, applicants submit that the 
claims are not "related as process and apparatus for its practice," as was 
characterized by the examiner in the Office Action. 

Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the restriction requirement 
and withdrawal of the requirement for election. Prosecution of all the pending claims 
(Claims 1-47) is requested. 
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